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“ PEAR NOT; FOR BEHOLD, I BRING YOU GOOD TIDINGS OF GREAT JOY, WHICH SHALL BE TO ALL PEOPLE.” 
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REMARKS 
ON GENESIS, IN ANSWER TO CONSISTENCY. 
(Concluded from p, 162.) 

Consistency introduces Gen. ix. 20-27, contain- 
ing the account of Noah’s drunkenness, and cursing 
of hisson, &c. Commentators are of opinion that 
Noah cultivated the vine without any knowledge of 
its properties, and that the effects of the wine were 
not foreseen, &c. In other words—Noah was inno- 
cent, because he was ignorant of the intoxicating 
properties of the juice of the grape. This might 
have been the case. But we do not altogether ap- 
preciate the motive which would set facts at defi- 
ance to bolster up the immaculate purity and holi- 
ness of man, that holiness, when once proved to be 
a property of man, should admit our claims without 
questioning them. Man, at best, in this mode of 
being, isa poor creature. His pretensions are made 
with a much better grace than they are supported. 
We never learned, yet, from good authority, that 
Noah had a license that he might curse the child- 
ren of his body. If he had, we have no knowledge 
of it. We very much question whether a God of 
love, of order and propriety, would influence a man 
io rise from the fumes of wine, and curse his chil- 
dren! We believe the Spirit of God blesses—the 
spirit of grapes curses! James says, chap, iii. 
3-12. “But the tongue can no man tame; i is an 
unrily evil, full of deadly poison. Therewith bless 
we God even the Father; and therewith curse we 
men, which are made after the similitude of God. 
Out of the same mouth, proceedeth blessing and 
cursing. My brethren, these things ought not so to 
be. Doth a fountain send forth at the same place 
sweet water and bitter? Can the fig-tree, my breth- 
ren, bear olive-berries? either a vine, figs? So can 
no fountain both yield salt water and fresh.” 

We consider Moses to give a plain history of 
Noah and his sons, without comment. It is remark- 
able that commentators who consider Noah’s curse 
to be the inspiration of God, and, at the same time, 
eoncede, that Noah’s curse did not fall upon Ham, 
only upon his descendants, should not consider the 
occasion likewise. It is pretended that Ham treated 
his father with disrespect and levity. But Moses 
gives no account of this. If Noah was drunk, and 
his son came upon him at unawares, surely he could 
not be blamed for the circumstance. And the pre- 
caution used by his brethren was a consequence of 
the information he communicated to them. Now, 
to suppose Noah justly incensed against his son 
Ham, and denouncing vengeance against him, and 
the curse threatened never reach him, but only his 


is absurd to the last extreme. Did Noah reserve 
all the wine to himself? If not, if his sons were per- 
mitted to drink with him, and all of them were 
ignorant of the effects of wine, why were not all 
of them drunken together? We are of opinion that 
commentators are very much circumscribed in 
their views, at times, and look only at such circum- 
stances as their imaginations would conjecture and 
approve of. 

Of the opinion entertained by many, that the 
curse pronounced against Ham was the ofigin and 
cause of the difference of colour in the human spe- 
cies, we think it not deserving a serious refutation. 
Ham was the father of Canaan, in whose genealogy 
are reckoned the Jebusites, Amorites, Girgasites, 
Hivites, Irkites, Sinites, Arvadites, Zemarites, 
and Hamathites, and inhabited the land of Canaan ! 

Consistency next introduces Gen. xi. 1-9, con- 
taining the account of the confusion of tongues at 
Babel, &c. We are instructed that the whole earth 
was of one language. This language is generally 
admitted to have been the Hebrew. It was used, 
says Mr. Ainsworth, in all the world, for one thou- 
sand seven hundred and fifty-seven years, till Pha- 
leg, the son of Heber, was born, and the tower of 
Babel was in building, one hundred years after the 
flood. Gen. x. 25; xi. 9. It appears from the phrase- 
ology of the 4th verse, that the motive for building 
the city or tower, was, that they might be identi- 
fied, and stationary, and not wander abroad upon 
the earth. What that tower was, in all its parts, 
we can only conjecture; no particrlas account be- 
ing given of it. God, for wise and good purposes, 
confounded their language, which caused them to 
disperse and abandon their project. That this was 
merciful in God, cannot be questioned, since it 
must be admitted that mankind are far better situ- 
ated in small and scattered settlements, than in 
large cities and a confined air. Man was evidently 
fitted for an agricultural life. The necessaries and 
real comforts of life, which invigorate the man, are 
few in number, and certainly and easily procured, 
under a proper disposition of affairs. Of the history 
as given by Moses, we consider it a simple state- 
ment of facts. 

The passage next in order, is Gen. xix. &e. As 
our correspondent has not assigned any motive, nor 
expressed any doubts, of any part of this passage, 
nor hinted at any obscurity, we are at a loss how to 
proceed. We consider it to be a plain history. It 
is most reasonable to conclude, that the cities on the 
plain were destroyed by lightning, which commu- 
nicated fire to the combustibles with which, it is 





Posterity, and this too by the inspiration of Heaven, 


well known, that place is plentifully stowed. An 
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earthquake ended the catastrophe. Relative to 
Lot’s wife, and her becoming a pillar of salt, we 
should be inclined to think that she lingered behind, 
and was overtaken with a similar destruction with 
that which befel the inhabitants of the cities. Jo- 
sephus, however, said, that the pillar of salt, which 
was supposed to have been Lot’s wile, was standing 
in his day. Of this matter however we do not pre- 
tend to know. The prophet Ezekiel, chap. xvi. 
speaks of the goodness of God in taking them away, 
and of their return, &c. and that God would make 











a new covenant with them. 

Of the next passage, Gen. xx. 1—13, giving an 
account of Abraham’s wife being taken by Abime- 
lech, we would make no remark, only to say, it is 
a part of the history as given by Moses. 

—>- -- 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Sin—By giving your views of the following pas- 
sages of Scripture, you will oblige a subscriber. John 
iii. 7. Revelation xx. 15, and xxii. 11. L. H. 

Harpersfield, NV. Y. 

JOHN HI. 7. 

“ Marvel not that I said unto thee, Ye must be 
born again.” 

Our readers by consulting their quarto Bibles, 
which have a marginal reading, will notice this pas- 
gige to read, born from above; not born again. 

The word avwev, in this passage rendered again, 
might with the same propriety have been translated 
Interesting as this subject is, we 
It is not 


house, or hat! 
presume there is none less understood. 
uncommon to hear a clergyman edifying his hearers 
through a Jong sermon upon, what he calls, regen- 
eration or the new birth, and the minister and 
people leave the church as wise as they entered it. 
The criterion established by modern clergymen 
whereby a man can judge of himself, whether he is 
regenerated or born again, is similar to the rule laid 
down by physicians for identifying diseases by the 
symptoms of the patient. If you feel so and so—il 
you think so and so—if you do so and so, you have 
a comfortable hope or assurance that you are born 
again! A man’s feelings, doings, thoughts, and 
wishes, are the symptoms of a new birth; and he 
who may have every characteristic of th:s religious 
mania to-day, to-morrow, from a variety of fortui- 
tous circumstances, may be convalescent, and a 
child of the devil! 

There is a marked distinction in the Scriptures 
between regeneration, and the birth spoken of in 
John, under the figure of being born from above. 
They are two things, and should never be confound- 
ed. The word regeneration occurs but twice in the 
Scriptures. Matt. xix, 28. Titus iii, 5. “ Ye 
which have followed me in the regeneration,” &c. 
Quere. When was that? “ Not by works of right- 
eousness, which we have done, but according to his 
mercy he saved us, (how ?) by the washing of re- 
generation,” &c. The word rendered regenera- 
tion is xadvyyesom. Definition. Secundus ortus, 
instauratio, reditus ad vitam, regeneratio. Or, 
Second beginning, renewal, or restoration, a return 
or coming again to life, being produced again. 





Vide Schrev. Lex. &e. Let it be remembered . 
that the Apostle predicated every thing upon the 
resurrection of Christ from the dead. That Pay 
declared, “Ye are dead, and your life is hid with 
Christ in God.” Man, in the aggregate, therefore, 
was regenerated in Christ, their Head, and rose 
triumphant over sin, death, and hell, from the graye! 
When a man arrives at the knowledge and belief of 
this fact, he is “born from above.” He “is deliver. 
ed from the power of darkness, (uncertainty rela. 
tive to his future destiny,) and is translated into the 
kingdom of God’s dear Son.” A kingdom of know 
ledge, of light, and life, and love ! 

Vole. Rev. xx. 15—xxii. 11, will be remarked, 
&e. ina future Number. 

—@j— 
SPLITTING OF HAIRS! 

The following from the “ cHURCHMAN’s Maga 
ZINE,” in defence of their xvii. Article from the 
imputation of Calvinism, we extract, and offer 
few remarks, believing it will not be uninteresting 
to our readers. 

The Articles of the Church not Calvinistic. 
The following discussion from the late controversy on Epis 
copacy in the State of New-York, is so detached from 
the main point in hand, that it might appear to advantage 
in an extract, whilst its importance, and clearness of illys- 
tration, entitles it to a place in the Magazine. 

“'The author of Miscellanies also asserts, that the 
articles of the Church of England are Calvinistic ; 
and that the seventeenth article in particular main- 
tains the Calvinistic doctrine of “ election and repro- 
bation;” and that those Episcopalians who oppose 
this doctrine, “ attack” the articles of their Church. 

“These are very serious assertions: for, if true, 
they involve the great body of the Clergy of ty 
Church of England, and almost every individual 
among the Episcopal Clergy in this country, in the 
criminality and odiwn of opposing the doctrines o! 
their Church. 

“It is of importance to ascertain what are the 
peculiar tenets of Calvinism. 

* Many Calvinists indeed, with a disingenuousness 
for which it is difficult to find an apology, are in th: 
constant practice of ranking among the peculiar 
tenets of Calvinism, of appropriating exclusively to 
the religious system so called, the doctrines of the 
corruption and guilt of man—of the atonement and 
grace of Jesus Christ—of justification through a 
true and lively faith in him, as the only mediator 
between God and man—of the sanctification of the 
soul through the grace of the Holy Spirit. But 
these were doctrines that prevailed in the Church 
long before Canvin imposed his gloomy system 
They were the glory and the consolation of primi- 
tive martyrs, long before St. Austin, in the fifth 
century, first introduced the doctrine of particular 
absolute election. They have been espoused by @ 
host of eminent Divines, who, while they opposed 
the peculiar tenets of Calvinism, were zealous in 
proclaiming the doctrines of salvation through the 
cross of Christ. These, indeed, are the doctrines 
of the Church of England. But the pretensions, 
that would confine these doctrines to the system ot 
Calvin, are equally unfounded and arrogant. 

































«No! the tenet which is peculiar to Calvinism, 
and distinguishes this system from all others, is the 
doctrine Of PARTICULAR ABSOLUTE ELECTION. 
This doctrine is laid down in the Institutes of Cal- 
yin, in terms that are revolting to every idea which 
reason or scripture affords us of the attributes of 
God. He divides the whole human race into the 
Elect and the Reprobate ; and thus lays down the 
decree of election and reprobation concerning 





them. 

“For all are not created in like estate, but to some 
eternal life, to others death, is foreappointed.” Cal. 
Inst. lib. iii. chap. 21. 5. 

«But those whom he appointeth io damnation, to 
them, we say, by his just and irreprehensible, but 
also ncomprehensible judgment, the entry of life is 
Mocked up.” Cal. Inst. lib. it. chap. 21. 7. 

«Therefore if we cannot assign a reason why he 
should confer mercy on those that are his, but be- 
cause thus it pleaseth him ; neither indeed, shall we 
have any other cause of his rejecting of others, than 
his own will.” Cal. Inst. lib. iii. chap. 22. 11. 

«As God by the effectualness of his calling to- 
wards the elect, perfects the salvation to which by 
his eternal counsel he had appointed them; so he 
hath his judgments against the reprobate, by which 
he executes his counsel concerning them. Whom 
therefore he hath created to the shame of life and 

truction of death, that they may be vessels of his 
rath, and examples of his severity, them, that they 
may come to their end, sometimes he deprives of the 
power to hear his word, and sometimes he more 
blinds and confounds, by the preaching of it.” Cal. 
Jnst. lib. iii. chap. 24. 12. 

“Behold, he directs his voice to them, but that 
they may become the more deaf: he lighteth a light, 
but that they may be rendered the more dull: he 
applies to them a remedy, but not that they may be 
healed” Cal. Inst. lib. iit. chap. 24. 13. 

“Well might Calvin himself confess, that this 
decree of election and reprobation is a “ HORRIBLE 
pecree.” “ Decretum quidem horribile fateor.” 
Cal. Inst. lib. iii. chap. 23. 7. 

“The only article that can be adduced in proof 
of the Calvinism of the Church of England is the 
seventeenth article. 

“ Now, let it be remembered, that this article is 
entirely silent on the tenet of reprobation. It says 
nothing in respect to those among mankind, whom 
God “hath passed by, and ordained to dishonour 
and wrath.” This is an important doctrine of Cal- 
vinism, to which the Church of England is utterly 
a stranger. And when the author of Miscellanies 
talks of “ the article of the Church which respects 
election and reprobation,” he talks of an article 
which has no existence. The part of the article 
which respects “ predestination and election,” is as 
follows :—“ Predestination to life is the everlasting 
purpose of God, whereby (before the foundations of 
the world were laid) he hath constantly decreed, by 
his counsel, secret to us, to deliver from curse and 
damnation, those whom he hath chosen in Christ 
out of mankind, and to bring them by Christ to 
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Wherefore, they whom he endued with so excellent 
a benefit of God, be called according to God’s pur- 
pose by his Spirit working in due season: they 
through grace obey the calling: they be justified 
freely: they be made Sons of God by adoption: 
they be made like the image of his only beZotten 
Son Jesus Christ: they walk religiously in good 
works, and, at length, by God’s merey, they attain 
to everlasting felicity.” 

REMARKS. 
It is true that the xvii. Article of the Episcopal 
Church does not reprobate a part of mankind in the 
same manner, phrase, and style of Calvin, but it 
does it as effectually. This article declares that 
“ Predestinalion to life is the everlasting purpose 
of God, whereby (before the foundattons of the world 
were laid) he hath constantly decreed, by his coun- 
sel, secret to us, to deliver from curse and damna- 
tion, those whom he hath chosen in Christ eut of 
mankind,” &c. It is perfectly ridiculous after de- 
claring that God chose in Christ out of mankind 
a part before the foundations of the world were laid, 
to contend, that the conduct of those thus chosen 
influenced God in the choice of them. And the 
absurdity of this conclusion is notoriously manifest, 
when theit xxxi. Article is admitted, which declares 
that the perfect redemption and satisfaction for sin, 
by Christ, is for the “ original and actual sins of the 
whole world, and that there is none other satisfac- 
tion for sin, but that alone.” Calvinism, black as 
it is, is less inconsistent than this! 
It is must be conceded, there is no remedy, that 
the Spirit of God must assist mankind, or their sal- 
vation never can be effected. Now, to contend that 
God constantly decreed that he would save a chosen 
number out of mankind, and leave the rest in the 
infirmity in which they were created, utterly unable 
to extricate themselves, or to avoid the “curse and 
damnation,” for which (it appears) they were crea- 
ted, and at the same time to argue that Calvinism is 
more horrible, is both weak and wicked! It is an 
insult to common honesty and common sense, and 
betrays either a weakness of intellect which should 
disqualify a person from being a teacher of others, 
or a want of that natural affection and merciful dis- 
position which is indispensable to constitute a mer- 
ciful man, and keep him in a state of elevation 
equal to the common corruption of kis imperfect 
nature. It is most horrible! 

Quere. Where is the earthly parent who would 
tamely submit to the odium of a similar want of af- 
fection for a part of his children? Who would 
patiently hear a charge of partiality preferred against 
him, of a similar nature, that he constantly chose 
out of his children some, whom he would deliver 
from the evils and dangers that assailed them, and 
left the residue, who had the same claims to his af- 
fection, to misery and wretchedness? There lives 
not the man, who would submit to bear the odious 
character which our pious folks assign to God! 

—=>— 
“REVIVALS.” 
In the several religious papers which contain the 





everlasting salvation, as vessels made to honour. 


accounts of “ Revivals,” in different parts of our 
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country, and of the world, this work is styled the 
“work of God,”"—*“a time of refreshing from 
the presence of the Lord,’—* the work of divine 
grace,”—* the operations of the Spirit of God,” &c. 
and we are often told, to resist or oppose this work, 
is to oppose God, and to set at nought the holy 
spirit of grace. 

New, if we assent to the truth of these declara- 
tions, that these revivals are the immediate work of 
Giod, “The work of divine grace in the conversion 
of sinners,” how shall we be able to reconcile the 
proceedings of the Ocmulgee Association of Bap- 
tist Ministers, holden lately at Powelton, (Geo.) who 
undertook “to form plans for the revival of religion. 
If revivals of religion are really and truly the work 
of that God, “who worketh all things after the 
counsel of his own will,” for the accomplishment 
ot his own holy and divine purposes, we ask, how 
men are to form plans to bring into operation the 
Spirit of God ?—Or, in other words, how can this 
Association form plans to cause, or make God work 
by his Spirit in converting sinners? Can these 
gentlemen believe that their plans will coerce the 
Almighty, and produce revivals, which, without 
these plans, would not have taken place ? 

We cannot believe them to be so ignorant. 
Why then, it may be asked, should they form such 
plans? Answer. We apprehend these gentlemen 
in their zeal, forgot themselves, and believing, 
that these revivals are the effects of a combined 
operation among the clergy, to work upon the 
passions of the ignorant and unreflecting ; find 


ing the work rather slacken, they felt it their duty 
to form plans to keep up these revivals, and thus in 
their zeal took into their own hands the work which 


they had heretofore attributed to God. Every can- 
did mind must be sensible that if these revivals are 
of God, there is great presumption manifested by 
this Georgia Baptist Association ; but as we cannot 
believe them to be either so ignorant or presump- 
tuous, we feel confirmed in our opinion, that there 
is more of the work, or cunning design of men in 
these revivals, than of God; and that of this, the 
Association was well acquainted, and formed their 
plans accordingly, adopting, probably, simultaneous 
prayer meetings, and the commencing of the work 
at different places at the same time, that they might 
have something WonpERFUL, and almost minacu- 
lous to relate in some future paper, as the effects of 
their united prayers. 

There was another thing agreed upon in this As- 
sociation—a plan for Baptist Ministers to act in uni- 
son with other denominations. Our Baptist bre- 
thren seem entirely to forget all they have suffered 
from a domineering sect, that have ever endeavour- 
ed to tread them under foot. To forget and forgive, 
they may, however, call a Christian virtue ; but will 
they admit Presbyterians or Methodists to the com- 
munion table with them? Are they disposed in 
this union, to give up close communion? If not, 
what is the amount of all this “ Unison,” or Union ? 
*Tis all a sham—a deep deceptive bait, to catch the 
unwary. 


Hart. Rel, Ing. 


SUPERSTITION AND CRUELTY, _ 

The abominable hypothesis of never-ending mi. 
ery, which is now receiving that abhorrence and 
execration it so justly merits, was in its prime whey 
America was first settled by that immaculate race 
who were eulogized so gloriously by Gardine, 
Spring, D.D. A.M. Rev. &c. &c. in his Sermon oy 
the anniversary of the landing of the pilgrims, a. 
they are called, which he preached in this city abou; 
two years since. It is matter of regret that this 
Rev. D.D. did not give a sample of that Christian 
charity, benevolence, and long-suffering, which 
eminently distinguished his adored prototypes! 
That the Rev. Doctor Gardine: Spring’s admirers 
and the worshippers of the image which he has se; 
up, may not be disappointed of a treat, and Jose 
some of the glorious traits of primitive orthodoxy, 
and Christian simplicity, we subjoin the following, 
from Houtmes’s ANNALS: 

“In 1644 the legislature passed a law, against all 
Anabaptists, banishing them froin the colony from 
abhorrence to their doctripes. 

“In 1646 the legislature of Massachusetts passed 
a law against the toleration of Quakers. No mas. 
ter of a vessel was from that» time allowed to bring 
any one of this sect into its jurisdiction, under a 
penalty of an hundred pounds. The next year 
law was passed against the Jesuits. 

“In 1648 Margaret Jones was indicted for a 
witcu, found guilty, and executed. This was the 
first instance of capital punishment for witcheraii 
in New-England. 

“In 1649, governor Endicott of Massachusetts, 
deputy governor Dudley, and the assistants, signed 
a declaration against men’s wearing long hair, a: 
unscriptural. It begins thus—* Forasmuch as the 
wearing of long hair, after the manner of ruflians 
and barbarous Indians has begun to invade Nev- 
England,” &c. 

“This year, 1656, the legislature of Massachu- 
setts passed sentence of banishment on all the Qua- 
kers then in the colony. They were twelve in 
number. 

“In 1659, Marmaduke Stephenson, William Ro- 
binson and Mary Dyer, Quakers, were brought to 
trial before the general court of Massachusetts and 
sentenced to death. Robinson and Stephenson 
were executed. They received sentence, “ for their 
rebellion, sedition, and presumptuous obtruding 
themselves after banishment, upon pain of death.” 
Mary Dyer was reprieved on condition of her depar- 
ture from the jurisdiction in 48 hours, and if she 
returned, to suffer the sentence. She returned in 
1660 and was executed. 

“The imputation of witchcraft, accompanied 
with a belief of its reality, was this year, 1692, very 
prevalent in Massachusetts. The contagion was 
principally confined within the county of Essex. 
Before the close of September, nineteen prisoners 
were executed, and one pressed to death, all of 
whom asserted their innocence.” 

The above, reader, are some of the glorious traits 
of that religion which Dr. G. Spring would revive, 





with all its merciful concomitants, in this our wich- 
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—- generation. The present race of Chris- 
nans, according to him, are mere pigmies!!! They 
have not courage to hang a witch nor a Quaker! 
Neither will they banish their religious opponents. 
Now, in this our day, when pigmies rule, when the 
pruniuve simplicity of the pilgrims is discarded, and 
a licentious mercy is tolerated, our streets are filled 
with Quakers, witches, and Universalists! It must 
be a sore mortification to this Reverend Doctor, 
who is also a master of arts, and his cotemporaries 
and compeers, to see those things, and find all 
their efforts to introduce the primifive simplicity of 
hanging and banishing prove abortive. Add to 
these considerations the abundant materials there 
are at present for commencing the glorious work 
of primitive simplicity. How many Quakers and 
Unwversalists are there, who could be converted in- 
« witches, hung and banished, and their estates 
confiscated to fill the cotfers of the admirers of 
primitive simplicity! Strange as these things may 
appe ar to Quakers, witches, and Universalists, there 
can be no cause for wonder, when it is considered 
that these admirers of primitive simplicity do not 
stop at hanging so far as themselves are concerned, 
but profess their willingness to go to hell for ever! 
—_ 
From the (London) Universal Theo. Magazine. 
MEMOIRS OF EPISCOPIUS, 

THE FRIEND AND SUCCESSOR OF ARMINIUS. 

Having detailed the particulars of the life of Ar- 
minius in our Jast number, we proceed to the Me- 
moirs of Episcopius, his particnlar friend, the chief 
pillar and support of the denomination. After its 
founder’s decease he came forward for the defence 
of Arminianism with an uncommon degree of zeal 
and ability. He seemed raised by providence to 
supply the place of Arminius; his preaching and 
writings were honoured with peculiar marks of 
approbation. Such was the energy of his talents— 
such the fervour of his piety. 

Episcopius (Simon) was born at Amsterdam, 
1583, descended from a reputable protestant family. 
His propensity to learning discovered itself at an 
early period; it was so great, that the objections of 
his parents to a literary life gave way, and he de- 
voted his powers to the acquisition of knowledge 
with a more than ordinary avidity. In 1602, hav- 
ing passed through the Latin schools at Amster- 
dam, he went to study at Leyden. During his edu- 
cation he lost both his parents; a circumstance 
which, though very afflictive, was not suffered to 
impede the progress of his studies. He was admit- 
ted Master of Arts in 1606, and then wholly applied 
himself to the study of divinity. In consequence 
of his advanced state of improvement, he was 
deemed fit for undertaking the duties of the Chris- 
tian ministry. But he had taken the side of Armi- 
nius in the controversy about predestination. Hence 
obstacles were thrown in his way to promotion, and 
his settlement over a church impeded. Wearied 
by the operation of such prejudices, he, in disgust, 
quitted the university. 

At this time Arminius was labouring under that 


copius visited him—had much conversation with 
him about religion—and particularly the state of 
the Christian churches. The favourable result of 
this interview appears in the subsequent conduct 
of Episcopius in defending the sentiments of Armi- 
nius with so distinguished a degree of intrepidity. 
In 1610 Episcopius was ordained and became 
minister of the village of Bleyswyck, near Rotter- 
dam. He was one of the deputies in a conference 
held at the Hague, soon after, between six Armi- 
nian and six Calvinist ministers, where his wit and 
learning were displayed to great advantage. The 
year 1612 saw him raised to the divinity professor- 
ship at Leyden, where he lived in uncommon har- 
mony with his colleague Polyander, though they 
differed about predestination. This trait is men- 
tioned to the praise of both parties; it is indeed 
what ought to be at all times and on all occasions. 
No good reason can be assigned why persons of 
opposite opinions should not conduct themselves 
towards each other with love and amity. But many 
painful exceptions are exhibited to the world. It is 
high time that prejudice and passion should be at 
an end, and that we should lay our souls open to 
the influence of pure Christianity. 

The controversy respecting predestination raged 
at this period with an unprecedented fury. Epis- 
copius, during the second year of his professorship, 
was publicly abused at Amsterdam, because, being, 
godfather to one of his neices, he had presumed to 
reply to the minister who officiated on the occasion. 
The minister asked him whether the doctrine ot 
the church there was not the true and perfect doc- 
trine of salvation; Episcopius, instead of answer- 
ing the question with a bow, the usual sign of appro- 
bation, began to say something in order to show 
that he admitted it only with limitations. Upon 
this honest avowal, the minister flew into a passion, 
and called him a presumpluous young man! The 
people immediately took fire, and, loading him with 
opprobrious language, both in the church and street, 
he narrowly escaped being beaten and stoned to 
death! And yet Episcopius seems to have had a 
good reason for his conduct, when we are told that 
one of the party, having answered Yes on a similar 
occasion, was publicly reproached with having de- 
serted the doctrine of the Remonstrants. Hard 
case, when the honest declaration of our religious 
sentiments should expose us to such brutality! How 
barbarous is a blind and unrelenting bigotry! ft 
tramples under foot the dearest charities of life, and 
is satiated only by consigning to destruction the 
objects of its fury! 

In 1614, Episcopius, during the vacation, visited 
Paris, for the purpose of seeing that city. This 
innocent excursion, however, was construed by his 
enemies into a plan for ruining the Protestant 
churches! He was accused of holding secret con- 
ferences with Jesuits; but upon his return he soon 
put an end to the circulation of those idle tales, 
which had been propagated with a diabolical ma- 
lignity. 

The next circumstance which calls for our atten- 
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which both he and his associates received from the 
Synod of Dort. The states of Holland invited him 
to take a part in the deliberations of that assembly, 
to which he cheerfully assented. But the Synod, 
with a characteristic narrowness, opposed the ad- 
mission of him, and other remonstrant ministers. 
Upon this shameful procedure, Episcopius had re- 
course to his pen, and not only ably stated and de- 
fended his own principles, but exposed the unjust- 
ness of the meastres which had been taken against 
them. The Synod had erected itself into the two- 
fold office of judge and jury; of course, it was im- 
possible that the Arminian party could have justice 
done them. Enpiscopius was indeed so far admitted 
to the assembly, that he made a speech there, and 
the ever memorable John Hales, a pious and learn- 
ed Englishman, who happened to be present, heard 
it with admiration. To a friend, upon his return 
to England, he said, that “at the well pressing of 
John iii. 16, by Episcopius there, I bid John Cal- 
vin good night!” And indeed, one plain passage, 
assuring us, that WHOSOEVER believeth shall not 
perish, but have everlasting life, outweighs a hun- 
dred others of doubtful signification. 

Such, however, was the intolerance of this Synod, 
that Episcopius and his associates refusing to give 
up their ministerial functions, were banished, 1618, 
out of the commonwealth—employing, during their 
exile, their talents and zeal against popery, and in 
the diffusion of what they apprehended to be serip- 
tural Charity. 

The times growing more favourable Episcopius 
returned once more to his native country; for, in 
1626 he became ininister of the remonstrant church 
at Rotterdam. He married the year after, but 
never had any children. In 1634, he removed to 
Amsterdam, being chosen rector of the Arminian 
college, where he continued till his death. His ill- 
ness was a tedious decline, which originated ina 
violent cold caught on a journey. He died April 
the 4th, 1643, and was sincerely regretted by a 
large circle of connexions. Limborch tells us that 
the moon was under an eclipse ‘at the hour of 
his death, which some considered as a fit emblem 
of the church being then deprived of much light by 
the disappearance of such a luminary! The same 
writer also informs us, that the friends and relations 
of Episcopius had some medals struck with the 
images of TRUTH and LIBERTY upon them, in re- 
membrance of his distinguished exertions for their 
propagation. 

The works of Episcopius make two volumes, 
folio, the first being published during his life time, 
the second, after his decease. His talents (though 
there is a censurable asperity in his controversial 
writings) were much admired not only by his own 
party, but by persons of an opposite communion. 
Father Mabillon, an eminent member of the Rom- 
ish church, says, “I cannot forbear observing, that 
if some passages had been left out of Episcopius’s 
Theological Institutions, which Grotius esteemed 
go much, that he carried them with him wherever 
he went, they might be useful in the study of 
divinity. 
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Jurieu threw out some reflections against jj: 
writings, which were ably animadverted on by L. 
Clere, who did ample justice to his memory. «], 
one passage of Episcopius’s Institutions,” says L, 
Clerc, addressing Jurieu, “the truth of the Chris. 
tian religion is proved in so clear and strong a map. 
ner, that he might hope there would not remaiy 
any infidels in the world, if they would all dyly 
weigh and consider his arguments. And yet you 
style him, Sir, an enemy to Christianity, though j 
does not in the least appear that you have either 
read his works, or examined his life!!” It is much 
to be regretted that this infamous practice of misre- 
presenting the principles of an adversary had yo 
ended with Jurieu; frequent instances, alas! pre- 
sent themselves in the present day. It is, however, 
always the indication of a bad cause, and mos 
certainly manifests a temper estranged from ths 
just and generous spirit of Christianity. 

—>—- 
MODERN TRACTS. 

Among the many Tracts published by Tract So. 
cieties, to scare the money out of the pockets of sip. 
ners, and pamper doctors of divinity, we have seep 
few more abominable than Tract No. 17, by the 
“ New-York Religious Tract Society.” It is enti. 
tled “ The future punishment of the wicked una- 
voidable and intolerable.” It commences as {ol- 
lows— 

“These verses, (Luke xiii. 3—Matt. xxv. 46- 
Ezek. xxii. 14.) pronounced by him who cannot lic, 
is for thee, O impenitent sinner! O poor wretch! 
who art in the same miserable state in which thou 
camest into the world, excepting that thou art load- 
ed with vastly greater guilt, by thine actual sins, 
These dreadful things which thou hast heard, ar 
for thee, who art yet unconverted, and still remain- 
est an alien and stranger, without Christ, and with- 
out God, in the world. They are for thee, who to 
this day remainest an enemy to God, and a child of 
the devil, even in this remarkable season, when 
others, both here and elsewhere, far and neas, are 
flocking to Christ: for thee, who hearest the noise, 
the fame of these things, but knowest nothing of the 
power of Godliness in thine own heart. Whoever 
thou art, whether young or old, little or great, if 
thou art in a Christless unconverted state, this is the 
wrath that abideth on thee; this is the hell over 
which thou hangest, and into which thou art read) 
to drop every day and every night.” 

According to the above execrable hypothesis, 
all mankind at the moment of their birth deserve 
endless misery! And, wonderful to tell, the mo- 
ment they are born they are children of the Devil! 
Our Saviour thought differently, when he said, 
“ Suffer the little children to come unto me, and for- 
bid them not; for of such is the kingdom of God.” 
It is astonishing that persons can be found who will 
greedily swallow the unmeaning rant which com- 
poses this Tract. A mere string of anathemas and 
execrations vomited forth against the creation ot 
God. The following extract would argue, that the 
man who has a heart of stone, will view endless 
misery as very shocking ; consequently, these con 
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~ sted folks, who have tender hearts, look upon end- 
jess misery, particularly the misery of their neigh- 
jours and relatives, with joy and pleasure ! 

« Doth it seem to thee incredible, that God should 
be so utterly regardless of the sinner’s welfare, as to 
sink him into an infinite abyss of misery? Is this 
shocking to thee ? and is it not at all shocking to thee, 
that thou shouldest be so utterly regardless, as thou 
hast been, of the honour and glory of the infinite 
God? It arises from thy foolish stupidity and sense- 
lessness, and is because thou hast a heart of stone, 
that thou art so senseless of thine own wickedness 
as to think that thou hast not deserved such a pun- 
ishment, and that it is to thee incredible that it will 
be inflicted upon thee.” 

The following, which is the last extract we shall 
make from this diabolical thing, is absurd beyond 
description. It declares that Christ has actually 
satisfied Justice, but the damnation of the sinner 
never can satisfy Justice! And to outrage all rea- 
son and common sense, it is declared, that the sal- 
vation of the sinner is more to the glory of God, 
than his sufferings would be, if he were to suffer the 
eternal punishment of Hell!!! Reader, is not this 
telling God to his face, that when he consigns a 
soul to Hell, He injures His character, and robs His 
Son of His mediatorial righteousness, and expiatory 
vfferings? It is. Let these men look to it! 

{= “That you may effectually escape these 
dreadful and eternal torments, be entreated to flee 
to,and embrace Him, who came into the world for 
the very end of saving sinners from these torments; 
who has paid the whole debt due to the divine law, 
and exhausted eternal, in temporal sufferings. What 
great encouragement is it to those of you who are 
sensible that you are exposed to eternal punish- 
ment, that there is a Saviour provided, who is 
able, and who freely offers to save you from that 
punishment, and that in a way which is perfectly 
consistent with the glory of God: yea, which is 
nore to the glory of God, than it would be if you 
should suffer the eternal punishment of hell! For 
if you should suffer that punishment, you would 
never pay the whole of the debt. Those who are 
sent to hell, never will have paid the whole of the 
debt which they owe to God, nor indeed a part 
which bears any proportion to the whole. They 
never will have paid a part which bears so great 
2 proportion as one mite to ten thousand talents. 
Justice, therefore, never ean be actually satisfied in 
your damnation; but it is actually satisfied in 
Christ.” 

—=>—. 
BISHOP WATSON, 
On the doctrines of Christianity. 

When we speak concerning the truth of revealed 
religion, we include not only the certainty of the 
divine Missions of Moses and of Jesus, but the na- 
ture of the several doctrines promulgated by them 
to mankind. Now you may ask me, what these 
doctrines are? I know what they are to me; but 
pretending to no degree of infallibility, I think it 
safer to tell you where they are contained than 
what they are. They are contained in the Bible ; 





and if, in the reading of that book, your sentiments 
concerning the doctrines of Christianity should be 
different from those of your neighbour, or from 
those of the church, be persuaded on your part, that 
infallibility appertains as little to you, as it does to 
the church of which you are a member, or to any 
individual who differs from you. Towards the 
church, you ought to preserve reverence and respect ; 
and in your public teaching, you ought not, whilst 
you continue to minister in it, to disturb the public 
peace, by opposition to its doctrines: and towards 
individuals, of whatever denomination of Christians 
they may be, who differ from you, you ought to pre- 
serve charity of thought, and courtesy of conduct : 
and if you do this, your discordance of opinion will 
be attended with no mischief, public or private. 

Many learned men have bestowed much useless 
labour in defining what are the fundamental verities 
of the Christian religion; useless I esteem it, be- 
cause the same things are not fundamental to all 
men, and there is no infallible judge of controversy 
to settle the disputes which may arise. A papist 
believes the doctrines of transubstantiation, of wor- 
shipping of images, of invocation of saints, of pur- 
gatory, of the insalvability (if the word may be ad- 
mitted) of heretics, and of the infallibility of popes, 
councils, and churches, to be fundamental doctrines ; 
a Protestant does not belicve any of these doctrines 
to be fundamental. Protestants differ from eaeh 
other in their sentiments concerning the Eucharist, 
concerning the Trinity, concerning satisfaction, ori- 
ginal sin, and personal predestination; but the 
wisest among them do not esteem any particular 
opinion concerning any of these points, to be so 
fundamentally right, that salvation will not belong 
to those who think otherwise. 

Personal predestination appears to many to be a 
doctrine full of impiety and despair. They think it 
impious, as it represents God to be a blind or ma- 
lignant being ; blind, if he dooms a man to eternal 
destruction, without knowing whether he will do 
good or evil; and malignant, if, knowing, he makes 


no distinction in his decrees between them who obey,. 


and them who disobey him.—They think it a doc- 
trine pregnant with despair; for now to be persua- 
ded that you are inevitably doomed to everlasting 
punishment, that no future rectitude of conduct, no 
penitence for what is past, no supplication, no inter- 
cession, nothing which can be done by yourself, o1 
by any other for you, ean in the least avail to the al- 
tering of your fate; what is this, say they, but te 
overwhelm the soul with the blackness of despon- 
dent horror? Is it not, they ask, a more impious 
doctrine than that of Epicurus—for that represent- 
ed God as not troubling himself in the government 
of the world, as making no distinction between the 
righteous and the wicked, as suffering both to die 
and become extinct? But this represents him as 
consigning to everlasting torments, those whom he 
had from all eternity, determined to condemn. 
This doctrine, which St. Chrysostem, amongst the 
ancients, and .4rminius, amongst the moderns, re- 
probated as unworthy of God, has been zealously 
maintained by Calvin and St. Austin. In my numble 

















































THE GOSPEL HERALD. 





eee a — 


176 





judgment, they have done great service to Christi- 
anity, who bave endeavoured to show that it is not 
founded in Scripture. For nothing has contributed 
more to the propagation of Deism, than the making 
doctrines abhorrent from reason, parts of the Chris- 
tian system. There may be doctrines above reason ; 
but nothing, which is evidently contrary to reason, 
can ever be justly considered as a part of the Chris- 
tian dispensation. 
—>— 
CINCINNATI REMEMBRANCER. 

The Editor of the “ Cincinnati Remembrancer,” 
in his fourth number, at the request of a correspond- 
ent, has commented on, what he calls, the unpar- 
donable sin! We request him to submit to his 
readers the following. 

First. The Scriptures nowhere speak of an un- 
pardonable sin.” 

Second. Christ has defined the sin, which is 
now called the unpardonable sin, to be a speaking 
evil of God. In other words. “ Because,” says 
Christ, “they said he had an unclean spirit.” 

Third. The original Greek does not read “ shall 
not be forgiven him, neither in this world, neither 
in the world to come.” 

Fourth. This sin, according to Mark, so far from 
entailing endless damnation or misery, only renders 
the person committing it, liable to, or in danger of, 
the judgment of the age! 

The Editor of the C. R. therefore, has taken for 
granted, what he ought to have proved by unequivo- 
cal testimony. His hypothesis of an opposition to 
the Son of God, which commenced with the angels, 
who fell in consequence, (if he means spirits in ano- 
ther mode of being) is altogether gratuitous, with- 
out any Scripture for its foundation! And his dis- 
tinction between the Holy Spirit, (improperly ren- 
dered Ghost) the “only living and true God,” is 
likewise a departure from the Scriptures, which 
assure us, that He is a Spirit; and Christ declared, 
that “there is none good (or holy) but one, and that 
is God.” God, therefore, is, alone, the “ Holy 
Spirit. Gov 1s Love!” Whoever attributes to 
this Holy Spirit, which is Love, any disposition or 
purpose incompatible with Love, blasphemes Him. 
Here is cause and consequence. The man who 
blasphemes God, by attributing to Him an “ un- 
clean” (or devilish) Spirit, and accuses Him of a 
disposition or purpose to torment His creatures 
without regard to their welfare, endlessly, hath not 
a sense of forgiveness, as a consequence. Paul, 
(Eph. i.) predicated his salvation on the fact, that it 
is God’s “good pleasure and purpose to gather to- 
gether in one all things in Christ.” Paul, there- 
fore, attributed to God a Holy Spirit, and a con- 
sciousness of his owen salvation was the consequence. 
But, had Paul, like many in our day, imputed to 
God a purpose which consigned myriads of man- 
kind to an endless hell, he could not have had any 
assurance of his own salvation; and, consequently, 
could not have experienced the joys resulting from 
the knowledge and belief that his sins were blotted 
out. (See Isa. xiv. 22.) 
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From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 
ANOTHER VICTIM. 

A Mrs. Beach, wife of Mr. Elnathan Beach, of 
Hamilton, N. ¥. put an end to het existence og 
Monday the 2d inst. by hanging herself in ti, 
barn. It appears that Mr. and Mrs. Beach’ had for- 
merly been members of the Presbyterian church, 
prior to their removal to Hamilton. For some yeas 
they had not seen fit to unite themselves with the 
church in that place. Sometime last spring the, 
were invited by the Presbyterian clergyman, who, 
in a very severe manner, reprehended Mrs, B, fo 
not uniting with the church, and held wp his dog. 
trine of election—eternal misery, &e. in such , 
manner as to alarm her very much. This alarny 
was kept up by a very pious family, living \ear, yp. 
til Mrs. B. became disturbed in mind with iy 
dreadful apprehension of eternal damnatio) 
at length concluded she was given up to a repro 
mind, and given over to the devil. She knew iy 
devil would have her soul, &c. In this state 9 
mental derangement, she took advantage of the ab- 
sence of her husband, who had gone a short distance 
from the house, fled to the barn, and with a sik 
handkerchief tied to the ladder on the side of the 
hay mow, she destroyed herself—furnishing anothe: 
evidence of the horrid effects of Calvinism. 

—<j>— 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
THE TWO FLOWERS. 
I saw a flower—that flower was fair ; 
It had been rear’d with tender care ; 
Its leaves were bright—its blossoms gay, 
It shone in all the bloom of May. 
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While I the transcient flower survey'd, 
Its lovely tints began to fade ; 

Its glowing colours, late so fair, 

No longer shone with lustre there. 
The stem, which had upheld the flower; 
Decay’d, and wither’d in an hour ; 
Sunk to the earth no more to rise, 
Just as the flower of beauty dies. 

I view'd the corse awhile, then said, 
How quick that fond attraction’s fled; 
How soon clo beauty’s charms decay ; 
They bloom and wither in a day 

I saw another flower, whose sight, 
Inspir’d my soul with sweet delight; 
For it was not like beauty, made 

To droop, to wither, and to fade 

Bat daily, as the sun arose, 

It did a thousand charms disclose, 
Which lovely and more iovely grew, 
The more they were discios'd to view 
Its name was virtue, and it shone 
When all the other flowers were cone; 
No blasts could make its leaves docay ; 
No frosts could make it fade away 
Mary, thou pride of yonder bowers, 
Which dost thou choose of these fa flowers’ 
Methinks I hear thee gently say, 
That, which will never fade away. 


—, 
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